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(1) Heal Partv in Interest 

I "v a.- pan> :r mteteM m the above application u i:ivl Ov-po;at?^;a 
*2> HoUned Appeah and later ferwices 

H „ \^vl\-.t s ,tv^ro of J;r.> appeals o~ mterterencs roleed U> tV ^hove-identifled 
patent application. 

(3) Status of Claims 

{ 2rres i and 05-4" a:*.- pending Cknms 10-3d are canceled. 

This _s .;r ipperJ from the panel decision fioni a pie-appeal "cmjw 1 k^e-i en ike 
rejection * .4 eLrns _ind 35-4" pivuded h\ the t H xammci ma hnai ufiiee Actajn oak- J 
September 2o. ~0''o Claims I - \ * and 7 ha\ e been twice rejected and are presemed fo? 
appeal. 

(4) Status of Amendments 

All amendments have been entered. Appellant previously tiled a Notice of Appeal on 
December 22, 2906. 

(5> Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 
Claim I 

One aspect, of Appellant's invent! on is set out in claim I as a managed node. ''Fig. 2 
shows a managed node.'' (Pg. 2. Para. 0006). 'The managed nodes 14a-c can be routers, 
bridges, hosts, printers, and similar devices.'" (Pg. 2, Para. 0008). 

Inventive features of claim 1 include a first database having metadata that is received 
from a remote source and that is descriptive of data stored in a second database. "The metadata 
stored in the auxiliary MLB 22 includes a specification of data from the local MIB 16 that is to be 
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supplied to the management station in response to a COPS-PR "RBQ" or "RPT" message and a 
specification of data from the local MIB 16 that is expected from the management station upon 
receiving a COPS-PR "DEC" message. The auxiliary MIB 22 thus functions as a dictionary 
available for reference by the shim layer 202" (Pg. 4, Para. 00014}. 

Inventive features of claim 1 also include a first process in communication, with said 
second database. vt An SNMP agent 18 in communication with the local MIB 16 modifies or 
retrieves objects in the local MIB 1 6 in response to received instructions." (Pg. 3, Para. 00! 0). 

Inventive features of claim 1 also include a second process in communication with said 
rust process through a first protocol, said second process receiving communication transmitted 
across a network using a second protocol and having access to said metadata in said first 
database for translation between said first and second protocols. *\A COPS-PR shun layer 20 
executing on the managed node 14a provides tins translation Junction. The shim layer 20 is 
configured to emulate a COPS PHP by receiving COPS-PR messages from the management, 
station \2 and providing a corresponding sequence of calls to the API {application program 
interface) of the SNMP agent 1 8, The shim layer 20 is also configured to receive data extracted 
from the local MIB 1 6 by the SNMP agent 1 S and to repackage that data into a corresponding 
COPS-PR. messages for sending to the management station 1 22' (Pgs. 3-4, Para. 00.12). 

One aspect of Appellant's invention is set oat in claim ! as a managed node "Fig. 2 
shows a managed node." (Pg. 2, Para. 0006). "The managed nodes 14a~e can be routers, 
bridges, hosts, printers, and similar devices." (Pg. 2, Para. 0008). 

inventive features of chum 3 include a first database having metadata descriptive of data 
stored in a second database. "The metadata stored in the auxiliary MIB 22 includes a 
specification of data from the local MIB 16 that is to be supplied to the management station in 
response to a COPS-PR "REQ" or "RPT" message and a specification of data from the local MIB 
1 6 that is expected item the management station upon receiving a COPS-PR.. "DEC" message. 
The auxiliary MIB 22 thus functions as a dictionary available for reference by the shim layer 
20." (Pg. 4. Para. 000 14). 



"t « 0/ n v .e^u t- o* v dm 3 also Include a first process in communication with said 
second database. ^An SNMP agent IS in communication with the local MIB 16 modifies or 
retrieves objects in ihe local MIB 16 in response to received instructions." (Pg. 3, Para. 0010). 

Inventive features of claim 3 also include a second process in communication with said 
first process through u first protocol, said second process receiving communication transmitted 
across a network using a second protocol and having access to said metadata in said first 
database for translation between said first and second protocols. 

Inventive features of claim 3 also include a network shim layer providing an interlace 
between said first process and said network. "A COPS-PR shim layer 20 executing on the 
managed node Ma provides this translation function. The shim layer 20 is configured to emulate 
a COPS PHP by receiving COPS-PR messages from the management station 12 and providing a 
corresponding sequence of calls to the API (application program interface) of the SNMP agent 
18. The shim layer 20 is also configured to receive data extracted from the local MIB 16 by the 
SNMP agent IS and to repackage that data into a corresponding COPS -PR messages for sending 

QainiO 

One aspect of Appellant's invention is set out in claim I as a managed network. "Pig. 1 
shows a managed network." (Pg. 2, Para, 0005). "Fig. 1 shows a managed network 10 in which 
a management station 12 communicates with several managed nodes 14a-d using the common 
open policy protocol (COPSY, and in particular, using an extension of thai protocol, COPS-PR, 
th - ss spt c Jl '1 \ i ; iptt-d to; pohc\ p;o\ isiomog " (Pg 2, Paia. 000? i 

inventive features of claim 9 include a management station. "Pig. ; shows a managed 
network 10 in which a management station 12 communicates with several managed nodes I4a-d 
using the common open policy protocol (COPS), and in particular, using an extension of thai- 
protocol, COPS-PR. that is specifically adapted for policy provisioning." (Pg. 2, Para. 0008). 

Inventive features of claim 9 also include a managed node in communication with said 
management station using a second protocol. "Fig. 1 shows a managed network 10 in which a 
management station 12 communicates with several managed nodes ! 4a-d using the common 
open policy protocol (COPS;, and in particular, using an extension of thai protocol, COPS-PR. 
that is specifically adapted for policy provisioning." (Pg. 2, Para. 0008). 
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Inventive features of claim 9 also include a first database having metadata that is received 
from d i emote ,\ourec and that is descuptne of daui stored in a second database, "The metadata 
stored in the auxiliary M1.B 22 includes a specification of data from the local MB 16 that is to be 
supplied to the management station in response to a COPS-PR "REQ" or "RPT" message and a 
specification of data from the local MI3 16 that is expected from the management station upon 
receiving a COPS -PR "DEC" message. The auxiliary M1B 22 thus functions as a dictionary 
available for reference by the shim layer 207" (Pg. A, Para. 00014), 

Inventive features of claim 9 also include a first process rn communication with a second 
process through a first, protocol, said second process being in communication with said second 
database, said first process receivingjxnmnunication from said management station through a 
second protocol and having access to said metadata in said first database fox translation between 
said first protocol and said second protocol. "A COPS-PR shim layer 20 executing on the 
managed node 14a provides this translation function. The shim layer 20 is configured to emulate 
a COPS PEP by receiving COPS-PR messages front the management, station 12 and providing a 
corresponding sequence of calls to the API (application program interlace) of the SNMP agent 
IH. The shim layer 20 is also configured to receive data extracted from the local MIB 16 by the 
SNMP agent 18 and to repackage that data into a corresponding COPS-PR messages for sending 
to the management station 12." (Pgs, 3-4, Para. 00 J 2). 



One aspect of Appellant's invention is set out in claim 13 as a managed network, "r ig. 1 
shows a managed network." (Pg. 2. Para. 0005). "Fig. 1 shows a managed network 10 in which 
a management station 12 communicates with several managed nodes 14a-d using the common 
open policy protocol (COPS), and in particular, using an extension of that protocol, COPS-PR, 
that is specifically adapted for policy provisioning." (Pg. 2, Para. 0008). 

Inventive features of claim 13 include a management station. '"Fig. 1 shows a managed 
network 1 0 in which a management station 1 2 communicates with several managed nodes 1 4a-d 
using the common open policy protocol (COPS), and in particular, using an extension of that 
protocol. COPS-PR, that is specifically adapted for policy provisioning." (Pg, 2, Para. 0008). 

Inventive features of claim 13 also include a managed node in communication with said 
management station using a second protocol. 'Tig. 1 shows a managed network 10 In which a 
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i {_a ■< u - > _o « niicates with several manages! nodes I4a-d using the common 
orvn p>n ■. \ proi»vo! iCOP^s ar.e m particular, using an extension oi thai protocol. * 'OPS-PR, 
uhai is snt.0w1i.al> adapied forpohex provisioning " ^P*r 2, Para. OSXkS) 

hr- emt\ e fevnit.^ of claim 1? aiso include a fsrst database having metadata thai is 
doscrphsc o-\taUi sieved in a second database. " Hie metadata stored ir the aaxihan YUB ^ 
includes- a spec :fi cat ion otYtata from the local MiB 16 that i<= to he suppled to the ioar.agunuit 
st mor, in a^fv-s>e to a COPS-PP- "RFC" or "RP'V" message «mJ a specification ofdaia nviii the 
1- val MIR : r> iiai w expected from the management station, upon receiving a OOPS i'R "D^C ' 
message The a.e- shary ,V])B 22 ihu^ tlauiKMis ad a dictionary a\ aiiubie for reference b\ sami 
la>er JM " <JV;- ^ ; Oils 1 4}. 

b\ etri.se fe^iac* of chum \} aiso include a first process tneoinnianicauors^iih a 
second ps>>eess 1si.;Ugts a ii r>t pi-locol, said .second process being in eumtnunkahou v\ Hb said 
.second daiab-ise. said hrsl orotcss receiving eontmuiiKaiion fnun Sdid management '•'iatk-ii 
through a ^.-cond proiocol and h'oiia; access to said metadata mi ^aid thst uxsiuse *or i'asislation 
Vaoc.i -snd ihsi n:o*oe.\ as id said sc-coml protocol, u herein -\ikI IK-,: proems compiles a 
isjiwoil-, -icir hoei ;rov idng or. 'ntedaee between y.ud first process arid a netvsotk " \ C'( tpb- 
PR shun '. lye ' H ' e scenting on the managed node 14a piostdcs thss nan^Iauon I unci ion . he 
shun ia>cs 2- • .s wiuigurcd to emulate a COPS I Li J by aeeiung <. OPS-VR messages noso tlx 
ti ,t'! „u iv --tr" >~ n<1pn%id n ut *spond ng s*\ jci <.c o ^.iNhitK acpa j 
pio-acani ir.rertacs.-) o-'thc S.S\;P agent IS. The shun laser 20 is al.-c coiihyureJ t^ 5^es\e dau 
extracted t V o:o ■ he loc:d \ TIB 1 6 hy the SN \ I P agent i S and to icpaelage :hui o.Ua mto a 
co; r cspondnx^ < '- )PS-PR ines^;igu> fot sending to the i lanagement station i 1" J'g-* ^~ L 
0012). 
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sro.cd \i j'a, pvluutb a opesifxat'ot oidJaHn\.he o.a» \:,B . J\t.si, he 



Attorns Docket No.: 10559-457001 / 



s pel o, K ) i c t. i ration in response to a COPS-PR "REQ" or "RPT" message and a 

^vv.'\ii »1 ^ , ,J " ("ness^v. health \MH ' tr>a- art.; !<> ^ cm . 
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1 v ,v. x*K>. o- . vim 37 also include a. first process in communication with said 
second database. "An SNMP agent 18 in communication with the local MIB 16 modifies or 
retrieves objects in the local MIB 16 in response to received instructions/' (Pg. 3. Para. 0010). 

Inventive features of claim 37 also include a second process in communication with said 
first process through a first protocol, said second process receiving communication transmitted 
across the network using a second protocol comprising the COPS protocol and having access to 
said metadata in said first database for translation between said first and said second protocol 
wherein said second process comprises a network shim layer providing an interface between said 
first process and said network. "A COPS-PR shim layer 20 executing on the managed node 14a 
i w \ * . ■> * ^ iiH u ht,s"ju ! wr u> -s va i iifj *"w ^ en jUik t s. Oi ^ P^P ~> 
receiving COPS-PR messages from the management station 12 and providing a corresponding 
sequence of calls to the API {application program interface) of the SNMP agent IS. The shim 
layer 20 is also configured to receive data extracted from the local MIB 16 by the SNMP agent 
1 8 and to repackage that data into a corresponding COPS-PR messages for sending to the 
management station 12." (Pgs. 3-4, Para. 0012). 

One aspect of Appellant's invention is set out in claim 4 1 as a managed node. "Fig. 2 
shows a managed node." (Pg. 2, Para. 0006). "The managed nodes Ha-e can be routers, 
bridges, hosts, printers, and similar devices.*' (Pg. 2, Para. 0008), 

Inventive features of claim 41 include a database having metadata descriptive of data 
stored in an MIB. 'The metadata stored in the auxiliary MIB 22 includes a specification of data 
from the local MIB 1 6 that is to be supplied to the management station in response to a COPS- 
PR "R EQ" r-r "RPT" message and a specification of data from the local MIB 16 that is expected 
from the management station upon receiving a COPS-PR "DEC" message. The auxiliary MIB 22 
thus functions as a dictionary available for reference by the shim layer 20." (Pg. 4, Para. 00014). 

Inventive features of claim 41 also include an SNMP agent in communication with the 
MIB. "An SNMP agent 1 8 in communication with the local MIB 16 modifies or retrieves 
objects in the local MIB 16 in response to received instructions.'" (Pg. 3. Para. 00 10). 

Inventive features of claim 4 1 also include a process in communication with the SNMP 
agent through an SNMP protocol, the process receiving communication transmitted across a 




network using a COPS-PR protocol and having access to the metadata -in. the database for 
translation between the SNMP protocol arid the COPS-PR protocol. "'A COPS - PR shim layer 20 
executing on the managed node Ma provides this translation Function. The shim layer 20 is 
configured to emulate a COPS PEP by receiving COPS-PR messages from the management 
station 12 and providing a corresponding sequence of calls to the API (application program 
interface) of the SNMP agent I H, The shim layer 20 is also configured to receive data extracted 
from the local MIB 16 by the SNMP agent 1.8 and to repackage that data into a corresponding 
COPS-PR messages for sending to the management station 12.'" (Pgs. 3-4. Para. 0012). 

{(>) Grounds of Rejection to he Reviewed on Appeal 

Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8-9, 11-13, 15-16, and 18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. as being 

unpatentable over Champiw et U.S. Patent No, 6,519,635 rChampUrD in view of Romberg 
ei ;•;/.. C.S. Patent No. 6.857,013 CRamberg"). 

Claims 4. 7, .10, 14. 17, and 35-43 stand rejected under 35 U S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Champlin in view of Hamburg and in further view oi Pan ci al, U.S. Patent 

(7) Argument 
Obviousn ess . 

"It is well established that the burden is on the PTO to establish a prima facie showing of 
obviousness, in ye Friisvk, 972 F.2d. 1260, 23 U.S.P,Q.2d 1780 (C.C.P.A., 1972V 

"it is well established that there must be some logical reason apparent from the evidence 
or record to justify combination or modification of references. In re Regal, 526 F.2u 1399 188, 
U.$.P.Q.2d 136 {C.C.P.A. 1975). In addition, even if all erf the elements of claims are disclosed 
5 )pi ^: e * * ^ v u < »s t k dams c ir er'io u t\e m»(u'u i x van o >e 
obvious without some reason given in the prior art why one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been prompted to combine the teachings of the references to arrive at the claimed invention. 
Id. Even if the cited references show the various elements suggested by the Examiner in order to 
support a conclusion that it would have been obvious to combine the cited references, the 
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references must either expressly or impliedly suggest the claimed combination or the Examiner 
must present a convincing line (if reasoning as to why one skilled in the art would have round the 
claimed invention obvious in light of the teachings of the references. Ex Pane Clapp, 227 
U.S.P.Q.2& 972, 973 (Board. Fat. App. & inf. 985)." 

"The mere feci that the prior art could he so modilkd would not have made the 
modification obvious unless the prior art suggested the desirability of the modification." in re 
Gordon, 221 U.S.P.Q. 1125, 112? (Fed. Cir. 1984), 



Although the Commissioner suggests that [the structure in the 
■primary poor art reference) could readily be modified to form the 
[claimed] structure, "[fine mere fact that the prior art could he so 
modified would not have made the modification obvious unless th 
prior art suggested the desirability of the modification." In re 
hiskowskCli) U.S.P.Q. 2d 1397, 1398 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 



"The claimed invention must be considered as a whole, and the question is whether there 
k something in the prior an as a whole to suggest the desirability, and thus the obviousness, of 
making the combination." Lindemann Maschinenfahrik GMBH v. American Hoist & Derrick, 
221 U.S.P.Q. 481,488 (Fed. Cir. 1984). 



Obviousness cannot be established by combining the teachings of 
the prior art to produce the claimed invention, absent some 
teaching or suggestion supporting the combination. Under Section: 
1 03, teachings of references can be combined only if there is some 
suggestion or incentive to do so. ACS Hospital Systems, inc. v. 
r.Viff -;o;v ll^piiai Zl\ I .S 92v. *>33 (Fed. Cir. i^U) 
unmb js> it icsfmal, ioofnotes omitted). 



"The critical inquiry is whether 'there is something in the prior art as a whole to suggest 
the desirability, and thus the obviousness, of making the combination. 1 " Fromson v. Advance 
Offset Plate, inc., 225 U.S.P.Q. 26, 31 (Fed. Cir. 1985). 
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I, Claims l~3 ,S-ft, H~% 11-13, 15-16. and 18 are patentable ov*.-r ( 'hantp lm et ak, 
PS. latent N«. ty51*M>35 ("ChampiinH hi vicy of Ra mbers et at, PS, 
Patent No. ft,857.013 rRaniberg"). 

Cyijjii J., i : J j.,. j i,. j.5, and 16 

P;r the purposes of Uiis a p ! u or \ clinic s V P N u * ! li ,. u 
a group. Ciahn 1 m representor - iu t ns ^soap ot » a s~ 

k i ' P x v ^ < ,P tt, sv.es Fa I ^ v.fKl all no ( 1 mi -p . < o v or 
^ (, \\ s^t«n..vH.d ,'u'/'/ /"< tails to xOd«i Ht x sc P^uU, o , s sk 

i si tjo ">oho t ^ it' oiomiputo i>is |V ( ! HPe \.Uet*ot i'ov <),!*■ " ? ^ p ^t , 

- < x N <.x \J . ' \\< tlv.ti cxj \pr P 20(io | a,.'. > 

noararuponNv ^ * >i*> to k\u> lay dpiti' v.ol<- ana 

\ , , j vi v s v v v,jnj\t r*. ,tf-\Ov(>K Hos ( t"w* ^V?'^ /ya'sn tsk ^ »i ! h. 1 1 a 
vt^ea rs * . ou volou h Rut\ l > oc ^tbes s\MP ^jb . 1 1 n^K h »ii 

<„ s k ■> \ ic >, ^ jj tLc tx.it or oi a porr n or irioiiratio .» m. s< ot r 'kL^ ^ * 
Oas.vi. p < tk iu, ; s otLm_ o J> XMt 1 . <r s s i u> i bt 'wen j "s . id \..oja pio o^oi 
k> » - \ to ^sio<! .a Is s.\\] "> \ % hat pKXt > i f n Pfr> *hi>i' «. > " t ^ u 

' PC b vt ii v s a Ovi <P ]. k j atlotn *(<.., 7 jres * > * ,) & P < .r s \ I J K J«» >. > 
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' . v. >.s^ o ( al ...I.- 1 i,xi ' a iroi *lit^i u p out.*. J s il w\ ( ,< »jr > - ^ster o 
v>v h 4 ti," a " a " iv.os >ei J uj <. cj J * + r eo. p tj*' coK as tai'iib* r\ '\'» <. s o 
J hv \i o 'Po (.^"i. 1 '' 1 . p <c .tP) < »ampnn uoos not Uk*. ov vvon,, s^ii 



with devices operated under different protocols. One of ordinary skill in the art would not have 
recognized that all of the elements in Champ/in communicate using the SNMP protocol. 

Having just learned of a system that uses only a single protocol tor communication, a 
person of ordinary skill in the art would have had no reason to think of translating between two 
protocols. Indeed, the idea of introducing a second protocol into the Chcimplin system, and 
having to now translate between two protocols, would have no doubt struck one of ordinary skill 
in the art as unnecessarily complex. The mere fact that a non-standard protocol for bar code 
scanners existed would not have suggested to one of ordinary skill in the art to now incorporate 
thai non-standard protocol into the system of Champlin. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have known, from Ramherg, that there existed 
certain non-standard protocols associated with bar code scanners. But persons of ordinary skill 
in the art are not prone to incorporating non-standard protocols that would unnecessarily 
complicate a system simply because those protocols exist. 

Nothing in the cited art would have suggested to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
adding a bar code scanner would in any way advance or improve the system of Ckampiin. (See 
Reply to Action of April J 2. 7.006, page 10). In fact, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
simply viewed incorporating an additional non-standard device operating under a different 
protocol as being a way to unnecessarily complicate the system of Champlin. 

C. Examiner's Combinati on of the P rior Art References A mounts to Hindsi ght Analysis 
As the Court stated in Interconnect Planning Corp. v. Feu, 774 P. 2d 1 1 32 (Fed. fir. 
1985), is an error to reconstruct the patentee's claimed invention from the prior art by using 
f v - . e «. ^t | iHV)ii f v v he i \ \ (. i art e c cru ^ ioOui ( >.\ m'.iVi 

render obvious a subsequent invention, there must be some reason for the combination other than 
the hindsight obtained from the invention itself, ft is critical to understand the particular results 
achieved by the new combination" (emphasis added), further, in ADTCorp. v. lydaM. ir,c , 1 59 
f'.3d 534 (Fed. €u\, 1 998) the Court stated, K< [d]etermination of obviousness can not be based on 
hindsight combination of components selectively culled from the prior art to fit the parameters of 
the patented invention." 



1 bo rxarmner'c proposal b> nnxiiiy <Jha>npl;r<. to he able 10 oommumc-tte v. uh /4,'j?,\v> 
non-standafd pjou>et>l In R<}p:re-g. without incorporating the bar v. ode scanner Useh. amounts 
■ t piecemeal eonjbuuimn t,4 components .soiectndy eu.led bum the prior art. Acs.oidiisL'i\\ 
Appellant submits thai e\en II, ar^ik'tkliK the combination oi Cthtrnpli'i and A.v?»6e/\ f to..Hs ; 
hnmation-: v >f \ppdLnf s daim 1, sut.b a combination ia an nnpenrti.ssibk- hindsight 
.Mmbinraoa b'used -u \ppe!iant\ design as described in eiauu I. 

Claims 3. S. 1 3, j8 and 44-1? 



For the purposes of this appeal only, claims 3, 8, 13, ! S, and 44-47 stand or fall as a 
group. Claim 3 is representative of this group of claims. 

Claim 3 adds iho distinct feature that the process having access to metadata in a first 
database tor translation between a first and second protocol comprises "a network shim layer 
providing an interface between said first process and said network." 

A. The Prior Art References Fad to leach all the C laimed Limitat ions 
The examiner contends that the system in Champlin "translates the protocol format froi 
one format into the second format of appropriate SNMP agent 66, which serve? the same 
function as the network shim, layer is providing. Col 5 lines 41 -5F\ (See Office Action dated 
9/26/2006, page 6). 

In iaet, the system in Champlin translates between formats within the same SNMP 
protocol. In contrast, the shun layer in claim 3 has access to metadata in a first database for 
translation between protocols. Therefore, contrary to the examiner's assertion, the system in 
Champlin serves a function that differs from that of the network shim layer of claim 3. 

Further, Romberg does not disclose or suggest "a network shim layer providing an 
interlace between said first process and said network" for translation between a first and secon 
protocol as recited in claim 3. As explained earlier, the SNMP agents of Ramberg access an 
Mi IS to determine which portions ol the bar code scanner device platform to access or modify. 
The SNMP sub-agents 212 and 2 i 1 of Ramhcrg do not interact with a network; instead, they 
provide an interface between the SNMP master agent and the bar code scanner devices. {See e- 
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7 lines 10-12}. The communication interface 104 of Romberg provides an interface with the 
network. {See Figure 2). However, the communication interface 104 of Ram berg does not 
interact with the bar code scanner devices 101 and 1 02 of Rambarg, nor docs it translate between 
a Hrst protocol and a second protocol Therefore, it does not provide an interlace between a first 
process arid a network for translation between a first and second protocol as recited in claim .1. 

1 1 , Claims 4. 7, 10, \4. t 17. and 35-43 are patentable oyer Champliii view of 
Ramberu a nd in further view of Pan et aL. U.S. Patent No. 6,775,70 1 ("Fan"). 

Claims 4. /. so. • <k i7. 33-43 

For the purposes of this appeal only, claims 4, 7, 1 0, 14, 17, and 35-43 stand or tali as a 
group. Claim 35 is representative of this group of claims. 

Claim 35 adds the distinct feature that the second process receiving communication 
transmitted across a network uses "a second protocol comprising the COPS protocol" 

The examiner points to Pan. merely to demonstrate the existence of the COPS-PR 
protocol. (See Office Action mailed on 9/26/2006. page 8). Pan does not describe or suggest the 
use of second protocols and translation between said first and second protocols. 

A. The re Is No Motivation to Combine the References 

There is no motivation to combine the teachings of Pan with Rambarg and Champa*. 
The examiner alleges that "ja j person wuh ordinary skill, in the art would have been motivated to 
make the modification to Champlin because COPS-PR is one of the well-known protocols along 
with SNMP, COPS-RSVP, and CL1 as taught by Pan (Col 8 lines 55-58), having COPS would 
allow u query response protocol used to exchange policy data between a server and a set of 
cheat, as taught by Pan (Col 8 lines 59-61), to be implemented on Champlin' s system/' (Sec 
Office Action mailed on 9/26/2006, page $i 

Once again, the Examiner assumes that simply knowing about another protocol is enough 
to motivate one of ordinary skill in the ail to incorporate that protocol into Champlin. However, 
this is not enough. There roust still be some plausible reason to combine the references. 
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Champlin does not describe or suggest a need to ''allow a query response protocol used 
io exchange policy data between a server and a set of clients," nor does Champlin describe or 
suggest the use of different protocols, One of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that 
adding a COPS-PR protocol to Champlm would not in any way advance or improve the system 
of Champlin because all of the elements in Champlin communicate using SNMP protocol To 
•one of ordinary skill in the art, such a modification would have only unnecessarily complicated 
the system described in Champlin without satisfying any particular need in the art, 

4 v <^we*\ i'oir^n .-\>n o iii Was \>: l etter ccn a^.iou^ to loow j", \rah-,-. 
As the Conn stated in Interconnect Planning Corp. v. Fe.il, 774 F.2d 1 1.32 (Fed. Cir. 
1985}, ^[ijt. is an error to reconstruct the patentee's claimed invention frorn the prior art by using 
to, i ! enL, -> w - , -a ol w n. V* e j p tof «ut rote ^.j.cn re^ai e ^e vVuc v.^\or» m \' ! to 
render obvious a subsequent invention, there must be some reason for the combination other than 
the- hindsight obtained from the invention itself. It is critical to understand the pa.rtict.dar results 
achieved by the .new combination" (emphasis added). Further, in ADT Corp. v. Lyda'il, Inc., 159 
F,3d 534 {Fed. Cir., 199$) the Court stated, "[determination of obviousness can not be based on 
hmdst*- s. 1 > u •> v«>mp >iv.r \ selectively culled from the prior art to fit the parameters of 
tru } i , u i ^ , 

vUs it "i )^tl add the feature of the COPS-PR protocol ,n /" ?, vmos <\s k> 
:riu t, t t * ^ e \ 1 i eois seleeti\cly ended from the prior us* Acoo-o.rgK 
,- k r|.v. » j on s i > ; 1 f , Pie »,ombinanon of Champlm. /fV,«,*>< , ^ ,\}d/ t ;<; 
k\k k M 5 is ^ ->■><. i <- th m, ^5. such a combination is an Inn. t\,n.s?n« „ L.uCNig^t 
coon i 1 1 u t jti mt->d 'jn described in claim 35. 

Conclusion 

Appellant submits, therefore, that (lain > and?S4 7 an. allowable over the cited art. 
Therefore, the Examiner erred in rejecting Appellant's claims and should be reversed. 
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Respect lulls submitted 



Whiles A. Fcllhorg 
R^-p. No. 5'U73 



Appendix of Claims 

.L A .managed node comprising: 

a first database basing metadata thai is received from a remote source and that is 
descriptive of data stort-d in a second database; 

a first process m communication with, said second database; and 

a second process in communication with said first process through a first protocol said 
second process receiving communication transmitted across a network using s second protocol 
and having access to said metadata in said first database for translation between said first and 
second protocols. 

2, The managed node of claim L wherein said first pro-cess comprises an SNMP 

agent. 

3, A managed node comprising; 

a first database having metadata descriptive of data stored in a second database; 

a first process in communication with said second database: and 

a second process in communication with said first process through a first piviec< 
said second process receiving communication transmitted across a network uviui? a 
second protocol and having access to said metadata in said first database lor transiask-n 
between said first and second protocols, 

wherein said second process comprises a network shim layer providing an interface 
between said first process and said network. 

4, The managed node of claim I. wherein said second protocol for communication 



Applicant : Ravi L Sahita, srt al Attorney's Docket No.; 10559-457001 /PI0868 

Page : IS of 24 

on said network comprises COPS-PR. 

5. The managed node of claim J, wherein said second database comprises a MSB. 

6. The managed node of claim 2, wherein said first protocol comprises an 
application program interface of said SNMP agent. 

7. The managed node of claim 2, wherein said second protocol comprises a COPS 

8. 'T he managed node of claim 3, wherein said metadata is obiansed iiom k remuto 

source. 

9. \ maoaged ikP\ o- s jomniising: 
^ •uauaj.-wn: ^latu-a, and 

'i managed /,eJe in v-onrnameauon wuh -'s-<i nusnu'ement stauon nsmg a socojkJ 
prt>\ col. -..ik. Ka.sv.v.(.d node mde.dir.g 

a rids* d'js'ah isc 'iv,iiav metadat . ihat is : ceased fu*ni a : emote ^iree and that k 
des>„noi:\ e of data oX-ied in a n-cond database, 

.i J' si pn cjs^ m eomnjim:v.atvn v.nh a second p-'oces-" tinouek .\ fh--r Dre-k\\\ said 
seconc proccas hem_. w wimmaueatiois v> ith aasd second database, said thst pnve-s receiv a>i 
coneijuie. at\ n ;,o;r >asd iranagemcm station t!u>>agh j seeoad p-oi.vo* a h1 bas s\ aec< ss U 
said irsUstfiiia so sa»: fust database ior trar-siation be: ween said fir--i pioioo^i ami s.^d .-ec^nd 

protocol. 

10 x>. "i ai >gec * era. Oil i. '5 ii 9 whe ~in sa,ri -e.o >o pu \nol S<> 

commune r\er "\u <*-e sa, i raneged i le n s d r irage m nt iL'i>> i ^.u i p 00^ Pk 
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.11, The managed network of claim 9, wherein an interface for communication 
between said first and second processes comprises an application program interlace 
communication. 

12. The managed network of claim 9, wherein second process comprises an SNMP 

13. A managed network comprising: 
a management station; and 

a managed node in communication with said management station using a second 

protocol, said managed node including 

a firs? database having metadata that is descriptive of data stored m a second 

database; 

a first process in communication with a second process through a fits; pmuv-'»\ 
<>av scc<"nd process being, in conmuimeatvii v.\ uh Naid second database, ,v.-d nrst process 
xce^uev communication *Vom sjid management sia*u>u ttuough a second protocol and 
],;•> ,r.g access to said metadata in caid llist drnvruse lor testation bei* een said first 
..\oU\Ov and said second protocol, 

wherein said first process comprises a network shim layer providing an interlace 
between said first process and a network. 

14. The managed nco\ ork of claim 9, v, besom said see>> id ptmoeoi rbi 
communication between said ne'veik \bun laser and said management \: Von e<>m*>ns.> COPS- 
IS, The managed neiwork of ckum 9. v>kerem said second database >.o:np:i^ct- a VdB 



> - i s . s s 

X" 1 ' " i it .L J f Uv,(>r\ > 1 < \u n 15 vhf ur <'d otoro pvtCvOj ^ > t pi'st 
In v \ k< \0f \ luiiiH ">!iv ut mJi i*k Has *Mif i.> > <> , 

19-34, (Canceled) 

iov »L < * d\ nt* i ,o + i U 1 1 ut RvCix ui lion <j i en <f ^ h lro .ra * s s 
oonct^Xv u or . , i vouri u^^o 

M< ' "t \ os -> > ti xii)-.hi <. /'o s \\ uh mJsu.k '1 * ba-t \-sd 

l 'vOiJ "Ovv^ 1 U\J .lK t tiO ^\J.k UU Jl\l J'Kx... A I i u In > >0 MO" 
0^prs»_ l< \\''Sp!OOi.>. i$ 0 1 N HI. .KO- \ s ti k^' t did IsiJ.t ( u i,l >><_ o 

^ft .c„i o*.L <K^Lik ^5 wnesou vik fa -t pux ..rr 1 s*.s 's "sVtt 

agent, 

37. A. manaaed. noae comprising: 

s J ..w^ jjs re »U< tl, u iio s uosv..ip,r c of 'J "void o, >i, 

database: 



s\ "r-x^^ ucuir^unn, iiuImi! t j-njt.od i s- t ie < IV i<> 
e< v ' t p\ \\ i w\\ is jy uu( -"olOvOi >rd 1 a, f ig \ e-s k < , <. 5 ! 
v J hiM « c k>. vJdpsjatkj -1 k'I\,ca sain u^ 5 ids J sj^oru pKkOv >, 

\J uo 3 , J s v \. rd pi i.c->\ 1 1 >es d rot\%or\ sb n , \cpro\uhns" cr 'ntenact 
cet^oe~ j s< ^ >. l s ^ lV . d roNv. sk 

*8 \ " it ^>e( \\h < (hi ^5 v 4 k* sau. v,c otJu oaf ihw v^r nkses . MIB 

3 J K > »* ik jvC *<kk o k cluua 36, Vwk.ui ,,aie iiist pi«> >. < <np*"->es 
. ppi . i < - j . , iuxkco dsWJagci 

4ft, The managed node of claim 37, where! -asc n.t i id rV k- o j\ai\\' * * t ro e 

source, 

41. A managed node comprising: 
a database having metadata descriptive of data stored in an MIB; 
an SNMP agent in eonununication with the MIB; and 

a process in coiorounieatioo with the SNMP agent through an SNMP protocol, th 
process receiving communication transmitted across a network using a COPS-PR. 
protocol and having access to the metadata in the database for translation between the 
SNMP protocol and the COPS- PR protocol. 

42. Ilk- nxdfjatjjd node cl.mn 4 1 , wherein the process comprises a network shim 
U\c r*io\x!\»« art interlace between the SNMP agent und the network. 

43. I he managed node of claim 41 , wherein the metadata is obtained from a remote 
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source. 



44. The managed node of claim J 3, wherein the network shim layer is adapted to 
determine when to send a report to the management station. 

45, The managed node of claim 13. wherein the network shim layer is adapted to use 
the ntetadau .n the- firs? database to identify an object in the second database that is? to be 

.let os^ed 

46 a r^-iay-d noct ut ,. .mi 1 ^ v\hu^,n tlj(_ network shim lave; i<; adapted i-> 



4" '.v \*r i«eo« 5 i e of v a*m 4<> vhcTcnj t iv network shim layer is farther adapted 
, ju< ->s *\< r e v . » « ? tnc '^CaL \st n> toiim. ate . second message to the management 
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